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2716 Fairview Ave.E
Seattle, WA 38102

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to faorce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢oltect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque government agents to access our persponal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Kirchhoff
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Cerald Burkland

7600 Trumbower Tr.
Millington, Michigan 487486

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lonagstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gerald Burkland




Tue 23 Mar 2004 08:25:21 AM EST P. 1D
Becky Crol

2570 41st Street
Sacramento, California 95817

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my aopposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance., The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavarnment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with & peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike g-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I-urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Becky Croll
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Paul Schurr
1806 East 35th
Spokane, WA 33203

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
spurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Schurr
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Kevin Hogan

14100 Thermal Drive #2025
Austin, TX 78728

March 18, 2004

FCC Chalrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with z peephole for law enforcement te look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department af
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kevin Hogan
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Lynn Price

14102 Ravendale
Kumble, Texas 77396

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources Tike e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thiegves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

On¢e again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

tynn  Price
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Jeanne Tenike

3317 Paxton Ave
{incinati, ohio 45209

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeanne E. Jenike
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Eeverly Clancy

229 Aldo Drive
toms river, nj 08753

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

This request is completely unnecessary. Longstanding laws already require
Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow the FBI to
conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing powers by
trying to force the industry to actually burld 1ts systems around government
eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all new homes
be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through, When did
everyone become a suspect by default?

I am very concerned that this request represents an end-run around Congress.
Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how the FBI can
collect information between sources like phone companies and data sources like
e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law would bypass the
tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

By requiring a master key to our personal communications, the government 1is
creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Oor even rogue
government agents to access our personal communications. Past efforts to
provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and anly
created & rich opportunity for hackers.

The (un)PATRIOT Act should he repealed, not expanded. If law enforcement had
not been asleep at the wheel, and had effectively used the pawers that were
already in place, we would not be in the mess we are now.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiratapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Beverly Clancy
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Jaime McDaniel
219 Cascade
Red oak, Tx 75154

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent af the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunicatiaons, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have huilt=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jaime McDaniel
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March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streef SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As 8 c<oncerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to fForce the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look throuagh.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the fBI can collect information between saources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich oppartunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Wendy A. Noel
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Pat Barnes

22 Shore Hi11 Rd
Gloucester, MA 01330

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual. I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these ewisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cencerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sgurces Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patricia Barnes
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Crystal Fitch

4011 Marconi Ave. HS
Sacramente, CA 35821

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI i1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to pravide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty c¢reated a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that aur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Crystal Fitch
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Tom Costello

810 Manzana Court
Santa Fe , NM B7507

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring ail
new homes he bhuilt with 2 peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very con<erned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and ewpansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue gqovernment agents to access our personal communications. BPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have naot been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1ook forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Tom Costello
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byron crawford
101 17th street #2
Oakland, CA 94612

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBEI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort af backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

BYRON CRAWFORD
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2acharias cokkinos

21west 58 st;
new vork city, ny 10019

March 18, 2004 *

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phaone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus sugqgestion aof the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

zacharias cokkinos
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william Sapp

1305 Belmont Road
Athens, Georgia 30605

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FC{ Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative proc<ess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master ksy to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tc oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I laogk forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter, and not the party
line...please.

Sincerely,

Willijam Sapp
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¢all Bernstein

1043 Harrison
Denver, CO 80208

Mar<h 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
fFederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justic<e s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to gur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Gail S. Bernstein
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call Mackenzie

PO Box 218
Leggett, CA 95585

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBIPs aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our persocnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of Pbackdonr? access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cajil MacKenzie
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William Ames

5708 Waldo Ave.
E1 Cerrito, CA 34530

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for lTaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is <¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful zand
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to aoppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

William L. Ames
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Gladys M. Gardner

P.0.Box 164
Calloway, OH 43119

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Ccmmission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the govermment requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gevernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gladys M. Gardner
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Tracey Kellogg

FO Box 11778
Bainbridge Island, WA 981190

Marc<h 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mall, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance. They have
already proved themselves more and more irresponsible with the power they
already have.

I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestiaon of the Department of Justice that
our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in wiretapping.
Even tho” it’s fiction, try reading the book "Bigital Fortress” - it strikes
very ¢lose to home in this matter.

I'm appalled at how quickly the existing administration is erroding individuals

rights to privacy in the misplaced name of security., This legislation would be
anather nail in the coffin of democracy, individual privacy and free speech.

Sincerely,

Tracey Kellogg
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Curtis Tromm

1315 Post Office St
Galveston, TX 77550

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a8 concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gaovernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
ohly ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took Forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Curtis J Tromm
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Greg Hunt

611 N, Tioga st.
Ithaca, NY 14850

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commiscian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do nat believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone c¢ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames he built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sayrces like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communic¢ations, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Creg Hunt
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Eugenia CGuruwaya—-Ffoon

1012 Victoria Park
Hercules, ca 94547

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppgse the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Eugenia Guruwaya—Faoon




Jenks, 0K 74037

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

D Seay




